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RESPONSE 

Dear Sir: 

In response to the Office action of 12-03-2003, Applicant submits the following response 



REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Claims 1-34 are pending. The Examiner has rejected claims 1-17, 19-31, 33, and 34. The 
Examiner has objected to claims 18 and 32. Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of pending 
claims 1-34. 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1-17, 19-31, 33, and 34 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bertin et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,687,167) in view of Tooker et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6,446,079 B2). Applicant respectfully disagrees. 

Regarding claims 1,12, and 23, Applicant respectfully disagrees. In the Response to 
Arguments, the Examiner states, "Though in this case, the suggestion is not mentioned in Tooker, but 
is it understand to one of skill in the art using the S VCs and SPVCs links in ATM or frame relay 
network enable the network to setup a connections on-demand without the aid of a centrally 
management platform and are thus, more robust and efficient that PVCs." The Examiner does not cite 



